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arid that they arc the foundation of the practical systems
which prevail there. Revolutionary as these doctrines may be
in Europe, they are conservative in India : it is the Euiopean
doctrine of absolute private property in laud which is revolu-
tionary here.

But though this is so, and is admitted to bo so hy all persons of
Indian experience, there is a tendency to think that the doc-
trines themselves are economically unbound, and that the prac-
tice founded on them i^ vicious, and defensible only as a tempo-
rary expedient. Indian adminMratois and legislators are willing
enough to admit that the State is the supreme landowner : only
they can hardly fVel quite sure that the State ought to be so.
They are willing enough to admit that, practically, the land must
of necessity be the main source of the public revenue; but they
look forward to a time when the land tax shall be fixed in per-
petuity, or perhaps redeemed, and when revenue shall be almost
wholly raised by ordinary taxes. They acquiesce giudgingly
and with many apologies in the necessity for carrying out the
great works of locomotion and irrigation by State aid ; but
they cut down the State aid to aguaiantee system that en-
riches speculators out of public money, and they limit State
control to a ^ipervisiou which is made into an excuse for
inefficiency. And this is all done in the sacred name of "private
enterprise/' As to the subordinate ownership, people's ideas
are entirely at sea. There are those who dream of "creat-
ing" a lauded aristocracy, and those who dream of "creating"
a peasant proprietary. Their own language admits that neither
of these institutions exists; Ibut they do not see that the system of
tenancy from the State is a far more desirable one for the commu-
nity, and therefore ultimately for the individual, than either of
the systems they consider the only possible ones.

It is with the view of combating * these fallacies, and sotting
right, as far as may be, the prevalent misconceptions ou these
S .bjects, that we shall lejin with the consideration of the abstract
side of the question. We have not, we repeat, any plans for re-
forming English Jaws of property; but if any one thinks the
lessons we shall endeavour to teach, applicable at home, he
will find, as we proceed, how far, and with what limitations,
we are of the same opinion. We shall state our views with
a candour which may, perhaps, offend some; but we shall
avoid domestic controversy : and when we draw any illustra-
tions from particular cases, we shall be careful to state the mo-